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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Amendment filed on 01/29/2007 has been entered. Claims 2-8, 15, 16 and 18-27 
are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not.be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 2, 3, 7, 8, 15, 16, 18, 23 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Aoki et al., (US Pat No. 6,033,953) (hereinafter "Aoki") in view 
of Lu., (US Pat No. 5,679,596). 

Regarding claim 2, Aoki teaches a ferroelectric capacitor comprising: 

a bottom electrode (38) (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14); 

a plurality of projection electrodes (convex parts 38a) formed on the bottom 
electrode (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14); 

a ferroelectric layer (40) formed on the bottom electrode and the projection 
electrodes (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14); and 

a top electrode (37) formed on the ferroelectric layer, wherein a thickness of the 
ferroelectric layer on the projection electrodes is less than a thickness of the 
ferroelectric layer on the bottom electrode (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14). 
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Aoki teaches a plurality of projection electrodes, but fails to teach wherein 
spacing between central portions of each projection electrode has a range from 10 % to 
20% of a size of the ferroelectric capacitor. 

However, Lu teaches wherein spacing between central portions of each 
projection electrode (14b) has a range from 1.5 % to 75% of a size of the ferroelectric 
capacitor (col. 4, line 50 through col. 5, line 65 and Fig. 5). It is noted that the size of the 
ferroelectric capacitor is considered the width (2,000-10,000 A) of the bottom electrode 
11 (col. 4, lines 40-43), the width of the projection electrode 14b is between about 50- 
500 A (col. 5, lines 17-18), and the spaces 14a between the projection electrode 14b 
are between about 100-1000 A (col. 5, lines 19-21). Hence, after calculating, the 
spacing between central portions of each projection electrode 14b has a range from 1.5 
% to 75% of a size of the ferroelectric capacitor. Since Aoki and Lu are all from the 
same field of endeavor, the purpose disclosed by Lu would have been recognized in the 
pertinent art of Aoki. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to provide spacing between central portions of each 
projection electrode in order to increase the surface area of the bottom electrode, 
therefore to obtain the desired increased capacitance as taught by Lu, column 5, lines 
24 through col. 6, line 3. Although Lu's percentage range (1.5 % to 75%) is not the 
claimed range (10 % to 20%), this does not define patenable over Aoki in view of Lu 
since it has been held where the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the priort 
art, discovering the optimum or workable range involves only routine skill in the art. In re 
Aller, 105USPQ233. 
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Regarding claim 3, Aoki teaches a ferroelectric capacitor comprising: 

a bottom electrode (38) (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14); 

a plurality of projection electrodes (convex parts 38a) formed on the bottom 
electrode (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14); 

a ferroelectric layer (40) formed on the bottom electrode and the projection 
electrodes (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14); and 

a top electrode (37) formed on the ferroelectric layer, wherein a thickness of the 
ferroelectric layer on the projection electrodes is less than a thickness of the 
ferroelectric layer on the bottom electrode (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14). 

Aoki teaches a plurality of projection electrodes, but fails to teach wherein 
wherein a size of each projection electrode has a range from 5 % to 1 0% of a size of the 
ferroelectric capacitor. 

However, Lu teaches wherein a size of each projection electrode (14b) has a 
range from 0.5 % to 25% of a size of the ferroelectric capacitor (col. 4, line 50 through 
col. 5, line 65 and Fig. 5). It is noted that the size of the ferroelectric capacitor is 
considered the width (2,000-10,000 A) of the bottom electrode 11 (col. 4, lines 40-43), 
the size of each projection electrode is considered the width of the projection electrode 
14b, which is between about 50-500 A (col. 5, lines 17-18). Hence, after calculating, a 
size of each projection electrode has a range from 0.5% to 25% of a size of the 
ferroelectric capacitor. Since Aoki and Lu are all from the same field of endeavor, the 
purpose disclosed by Lu would have been recognized in the pertinent art of Aoki. It 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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invention was made to provide a size of each projection electrode has a range from 5 % 
to 10% of a size of the ferroelectric capacitor in order to increase the surface area of the 
bottom electrode, therefore to obtain the desired increased capacitance as taught by Lu, 
column 5, lines 24 through col. 6, line 3. Although Lu's percentage range (0.5 % to 25%) 
is not the claimed range (5 % to 10%), this does not define patenable over Aoki in view 
of Lu since it has been held where the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the 
priort art, discovering the optimum or workable range involves only routine skill in the 
art. InreAller, 105 USPQ 233. 

Regarding claim 7, Aoki teaches a ferroelectric capacitor comprising: 

a bottom electrode (38) (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14); 

a plurality of projection electrodes (convex parts 38a) formed on the bottom 
electrode (col. 1 , lines 14-57 and Fig. 14); 

a ferroelectric layer (40) formed on the bottom electrode and the projection 
electrodes (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14); and 

a top electrode (37) formed on the ferroelectric layer, wherein a thickness of the 
ferroelectric layer on the projection electrodes is less than a thickness of the 
ferroelectric layer on the bottom electrode (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14). 

Aoki teaches a plurality of projection electrodes, but fails to teach wherein the 
projection electrodes are arranged evenly spaced on the bottom electrode. 

However, Lu teaches wherein the projection electrodes (14b) are arranged 
evenly spaced on the bottom electrode 11 (col. 4, line 50 through col. 5, line 65 and Fig. 
5). It is noted that the evenly spaced between the projection electrodes 14b is the width 
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of the crevice or space 14a (col. 5, lines 19-21). Since Aoki and Lu are all from the 
same field of endeavor, the purpose disclosed by Lu would have been recognized in the 
pertinent art of Aoki. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to provide evenly spaced between the projection 
electrodes in order to increase the surface area of the bottom electrode, therefore to 
obtain the desired increased capacitance as taught by Lu, column 5, lines 24 through 
col. 6, line 3. 

Regarding claim 8, Aoki teaches wherein the bottom electrode 38 and the 
projection electrodes 38a are made of a same material (platinum) (col. 1 , lines 50-55 
and Fig. 14). 

Regarding claim 15, Aoki teaches a ferroelectric capacitor comprising: 

a first electrode (38) (col. 1 , lines 14-57 and Fig. 14); 

a second electrode (37) (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14); 

a ferroelectric layer (40) which is sandwiched between the first electrode and the 
second electrode (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14); 

a plurality of third electrodes (convex parts 38a) formed between the first 
electrode and the second electrode, wherein a thickness of the ferroelectric layer on the 
projection electrodes is less than a thickness of the ferroelectric layer on the bottom 
electrode (col. 1, lines 14-57 and Fig. 14); 

Aoki teaches a plurality of third electrodes, but fails to teach wherein the third 
electrodes are arranged evenly spaced. 
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However, Lu teaches wherein the third electrodes (14b) are arranged evenly 
spaced (col. 4, line 50 through col. 5, line 65 and Fig. 5). It is noted that the evenly 
spaced between the projection electrodes 14b is the width of the crevice or space 14a 
(col. 5, lines 19-21). Since Aoki and Lu are all from the same field of endeavor, the 
purpose disclosed by Lu would have been recognized in the pertinent art of Aoki. It 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to provide evenly spaced between the third electrodes in order to 
increase the surface area of the first electrode, therefore to obtain the desired increased 
capacitance as taught by Lu, column 5, lines 24 through col. 6, line 3. 

Regarding claim 16, Aoki teaches wherein the third electrodes (14b) are formed 
on the first electrode (col. 4, line 50 through col. 5, line 65 and Fig. 5). 

Regarding claim 18, Aoki teaches wherein the first electrode (38) and the third 
electrodes (38a) are made of a same material (platinum) (col. 1, lines 50-55 and Fig. 
14). 

Regarding claim 23, Aoki teaches wherein the bottom electrode 38 and the 
projection electrodes 38a are made of a same material (platinum) (col. 1 , lines 50-55 
and Fig. 14). 

Regarding claim 27, Aoki teaches wherein the bottom electrode 38 and the 
projection electrodes 38a are made of a same material (platinum) (col. 1 , lines 50-55 
and Fig. 14). 

Response to Arguments 
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4. Applicant's arguments filed 01/29/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was 
made to provide spacing between central portions of each projection electrode in order 
to increase the surface area of the bottom electrode, therefore to obtain the desired 
increased capacitance as taught by Lu, column 5, lines 24 through col. 6, line 3. 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quoc Hoang whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1780. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8.00 AM to 5.00 
PM. 

If attempt to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MinSun Harvey can be reached on (571) 272-1835. The fax phone numbers 
of the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (571) 273-8300 
for regular communications and (571) 273-8300 for After Final communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Quoc Hoang [Yaa^ ^— \/ 
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